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Sir: 

Please review and enter the following remarks summarizing the interview conducted on 
April 20, 2010, with Travis B. Ribar, Reg No. 61,446 present: 
REMARKS 

During the interview, the following was discussed: 

1. Brief description of exhibits or demonstration: N/A. 

2. Identification of claims discussed: claim 9. 

3. Identification of art discussed: Saida 746 and Saida '328. 

4. Brief Identification of principal arguments: (1) Lack of any motivation to combine 
McCormick with Saida 746; (2) Showing of unexpectedly superior properties of the presently 
claimed invention over the closest related comparative example in the art. 

5. Indication of other pertinent matters discussed: Applicants asked Examiner why 
Applicants' arguments in the Amendment filed on July 27, 2009 were not addressed in the 



present action. Arguments in item 4 were briefly discussed. Discussed proposed amendment 
to claim 9. 

6. Results of Interview: Regarding lack of motivation to combine McCormick with Saida 
746, Examiners directed attention to Paragraph [0047] of Saida 746. Regarding Applicants' 
arguments and showing of unexpectedly superior properties, there was a disagreement as to 
whether Applicants' showing overcame the rejection and as to what the applicable standard of 
law regarding a showing of unexpected properties is. The Examiners advised Applicants to 
submit a reply to the outstanding Office Action of November 25, 2009, and again include 
arguments directed to evidence of unexpectedly superior properties. 

It is respectfully submitted that the instant STATEMENT OF SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW 
complies with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §§1.2 and 1.133 and MPEP §713.04. 

It is believed that no petition or fee is required. However, if the USPTO deems 
otherwise, Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to 
maintain the pendency of this case, and any required fee, except for the Issue Fee, for such 
extension is to be charged to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 
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